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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 12/20/2006. 

2. Claims 1-24 and 28-35 are pending in this application. Claims 1-2, 13-16, 18-24, 28, and 
30-31 have been amended. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

5. Claim 13 recites the limitation "malfunction" in line 12. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-24 and 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kitada et al. ("Kitada", US 2004/002481 1). 
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As per claiml, Kitada teaches a multifunction apparatus having at least a copying 
function (para.0023, lines 2-3), the multifunction apparatus connected to a discrete server via a 
network (para. 0022, lines 7-9), the discrete server storing information regarding a menu 
(para. 0057), the menu being displayable on the multifunction apparatus (para.0039), the 
multifunction apparatus comprising: 

a panel configured to display the menu, the menu representing functions of the 
multifunction apparatus (para. 27); and 

a controller configured to communicate with the discrete server, to receive the 
information regarding the menu from the discrete server, and to display, on the panel, the menu 
representing function of the multifunction apparatus, based on the information regarding the 
menu received from the discrete server (para.0051, lines 12-27). 

As per claim 2, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus wherein the information 
regarding the menu is utilized for the multifunction apparatus and also for another multifunction 
apparatus (Fig.l, MFDs 10-30; para.0033). 

As per claim 3, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the information 
regarding the menu is utilized only for the multifunction apparatus (para.0022, lines 7-8). 

As per claim 4, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the information 
regarding the menu is utilized for at least one of a plurality of functions of the multifunction 
apparatus (para.0027). 

As per claim 5, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein at least one of a 
plurality of functions of the multifunction apparatus is an operation customized for a particular 
user (para.0033; para.0039). 



Application/Control Number: 10/663,688 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

As per claim 6, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the information 
regarding the menu contains a menu item name, the menu item name indicating a job that the 
multifunction apparatus performs (Fig.4; para. 0044). 

As per claim 7, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the information 
regarding the menu contains a menu item name, a job-ID and a job parameter (para.0039; 
para.0044). 

As per claim 8, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the multifunction 
apparatus additionally has at least one of a scanning, printing, and a facsimile transmission 
function and the job ID includes at least one of copying, printing, scanning and fax transmission 
(para.0039; para.0044). 

As per claim 9, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the job parameter 
includes at least one of an image type and paper size for copying (para.0023; para.0039, lines 10- 

ii). 

As per claim 10, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the job parameter 
includes at least one of an image type, paper size and resolution for printing (para.0023; 
para.0039, lines 10-11). 

As per claim 1 1, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the job parameter 
includes at least one of an image type, paper size, resolution and file format for scanning 
(para.0039, lines 10-11). 

As per claim 12, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the job parameter 
includes at least one of an image type, paper size, resolution and file format for facsimile 
transmission (para.0023; para.0039, lines 10-11). 
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Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Furthermore, Kitada teaches the additional limitation of a key being configured to be utilized for 
obtaining the information regarding the menu from the discrete server (para. 003 2). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 13, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 15, Kitada teaches a server that is connected with a discrete multifunction 
apparatus via a network (para. 0022, lines 7-9), the server comprising: 

a communicator configured to communicate with the multifunction apparatus via the 
network (para. 0034, lines 14-19); 

a memory configured to store data (para. 0057); and 

a controller configured to send a signal to the multifunction apparatus for obtaining 
information regarding a menu that is displayable on a display of the multifunction apparatus, to 
obtain the information regarding the menu from the multifunction apparatus, and to store the 
information regarding the menu in the memory of the server (para.51, lines 12-27). 

As per claim 16, Kitada teaches the server, wherein the information regarding the menu 
contains information regarding a maximum number of characters that can be displayed on the 
display of the multifunction apparatus (para.0033, lines 5-9). 

As per claim 17, Kitada teaches the server, wherein the information regarding the menu 
contains information regarding capabilities of the multifunction apparatus (para.0033, lines 5-9). 

As per claim 18, Kitada teaches the server, wherein the controller is further configured to 
transmit the information stored in the memory to another multifunction apparatus distinct from 
the multifunction apparatus from which the information was obtained (para.005 1, lines 20-26; 
para.0045). 
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Claim 19 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Furthermore, Kitada teaches the additional limitation of a key being configured for sending a 
signal for obtaining information regarding a menu from the multifunction apparatus (para.0032). 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Furthermore, Kitada teaches the additional limitation a server being connected to a plurality of 
multifunction apparatuses, the server being discrete from each of the multifunction apparatuses 
(Fig. I; para.0022, lines 7-9). 

Claim 21 is similar in scope to claim 20, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Furthermore, Kitada teaches the additional limitation of a key being utilized for sending a signal 
for obtaining information regarding menus from a plurality of multifunction apparatuses 
(para.0032). 

As per claim 22, Kitada teaches a server connected to a discrete multifunction apparatus 
via a network (para.0022, lines 7-9), the server comprising: 

a memory configured to store information regarding a menu that is displayable on a 
display of the multifunction apparatus (para.0057); 

a communicator configured to communicate with the multifunction apparatus via the 
network (para.0034, lines 14-19); and 

a controller configured to receive a signal from the multifunction apparatus for requesting 
the information regarding the menu, and to transmit the information regarding the menu to the 
multifunction apparatus (para.005 1, linesl2-27). 

As per claim 23, Kitada teaches the server, wherein the information regarding the menu 
comprises first information regarding a maximum number of characters that can be displayed on 
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the display of the multifunction apparatus and second information regarding capabilities of the 
multifunction apparatus (para.0033, lines 5-9). 

Claim 24 is similar in scope to claim 21, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 28, Kitada teaches a multifunction apparatus having at least a scanning 
function and not having a facsimile transmission function (para.0022, lines 7-9), the 
multifunction apparatus connected with a server via a network, the server storing information 
regarding a menu (para.0057), the menu being displayable on the multifunction apparatus, the 
multifunction apparatus comprising: 

a scanner configured to scan a document (para.0022, lines 4-7); 

a panel configured to display a menu representing functions of the multifunction 
apparatus (Figs. 3 -6); and 

a controller configured to communicate with the server to receive the information 
regarding the menu from the server, and to display a menu on the panel based on the information 
regarding the menu received from the server (para.0051, lines 12-27), 

the controller being configured to send, to the server, based on the information regarding 
the menu, scanned image data together with predetermined information indicating another 
multifunction apparatus having a facsimile transmission function and being capable of 
transmitting the image data to a recipient, when a predetermined menu indicating a facsimile 
transmission function is displayed on the panel (para. 0026; para. 0047-0048), of the multifunction 
■ apparatus, the information regarding the menu including the predetermined menu indicating the 
facsimile transmission function, and when a facsimile transmission is selected on the menu 
(Fig.5; para.0047-0048; para.0026), 
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whereby the server transmits, to the another multifunction apparatus, the image data 
scanned by the multifunction apparatus, based on the predetermined information, the server 
being distinct from the multifunction apparatus and from the another multifunction apparatus 
(para.0026;Fig.l). 

As per claim 29, Kitada teaches the multifunction apparatus, wherein the controller 
utilizes a scanning function to scan a document, when the facsimile transmission is selected on 
the menu (para.0026; para.0047-0048). 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 31-35 are similar in scope to claims 1-5 respectively, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed 12/20/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

a) Kitada does not contain any disclosure regarding storing the information regarding the 

menus. 

The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

Per a) Kitada clearly teaches the storing of menu information (para.0051, lines 12-27; 
para.0057). 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Kumagai (US 6,947,182) teaches a system comprising of a facsimile connected to a 
distribution server where information related to the fax is stored. 

• Katano (US 2004/0056889) teaches a multifunctional apparatus connected to a remote 
server that stores information. 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will .the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Communications 



11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday/Thursday and alt. Mondays from 8:30 am to 
5:00 pm(EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (571) 272-4063. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Sajeda Muhebbullah 
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